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pacts that will mean more tainted 
products in our homes, more dangerous 
toys for our children, and more recalls 
for our businesses. 

The administration and its free-trade 
supporters in Congress are gearing up 
for another trade fight. They want to 
force on our Nation—a nation that in 
November, in Montana, Ohio, and 
across the country, demanded change— 
more job-killing trade agreements with 
unreliable standards. Free-trade agree-
ments with Peru, Panama, Colombia, 
and South Korea currently being de-
bated in Congress are based on the 
same failed trade model. 

This week, the Peru trade agreement 
is at the forefront of the debate be-
tween fundamentally flawed trade 
models—more of the same—and the 
fight for fair trade. We want more 
trade, plenty of trade; we just want fair 
trade, different rules. 

The Peru free-trade agreement, like 
NAFTA, while it has some improve-
ments over that, puts limits on the 
safety standards we can require for im-
ports. FDA inspectors have rejected 
seafood imports from Peru and Pan-
ama—major seafood suppliers to the 
United States. Yet the current trade 
agreement, as proposed—the Bush ad-
ministration’s Peru and Panama agree-
ments—limits food safety standards 
and border inspections. What has hap-
pened already is where, frankly, we 
have bought too many contaminated 
products, contaminated seafood im-
ports, and whatever problems we have, 
this trade agreement will make it 
worse because this agreement will 
limit our own food safety standards 
and border inspections. Adding insult 
to injury, the agreements would force 
the United States to rely on foreign in-
spectors to ensure our safety. We have 
seen how well that worked with China. 

It is time for a new direction in trade 
policy. It is time for a trade policy that 
ensures the safety of food on our kitch-
en tables and toys in our children’s 
bedrooms. It is time for a trade policy 
that creates new businesses and good- 
paying jobs at home instead of a trade 
policy that encourages companies to 
outsource and move overseas. It is time 
for a trade policy that puts an end to 
the global exploitation of cheap labor. 

The voters in November shouted from 
the ballot box, demanding a new trade 
policy. Their resounding call for a new 
trade policy put Members of Congress 
on notice that their trade votes in 
Washington matter to voters back 
home. 

With Peru, Panama, Colombia, and 
South Korea, voters in my State of 
Ohio and across the Nation are watch-
ing these trade debates. Everyone 
agrees on one thing: We want more 
trade with countries around the world, 
but first we must protect the safety 
and the health of our families and our 
children. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Kansas is rec-
ognized. 

PRESIDENTIAL VISIT 
Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I 

want to talk on two issues with my 
colleagues. One is about Iran. The 
President of Iran is now in the United 
States. Mahmud Ahmadi-Nejad is in 
the United States enjoying liberties 
here that are not enjoyed in his home 
country by his fellow citizens. I want 
to make a point of that. I want to talk 
about what he has said and what he has 
done. I think there is a substantial dif-
ference. I want to point out that we 
should pass the Lieberman-Kyl amend-
ment regarding the designation of ter-
rorist organization by—that the IRGC 
be designated as a terrorist organiza-
tion. Finally, I will wrap up with a dis-
cussion about the Biden-Brownback 
amendment on federalism in Iraq, 
which I think would be very important. 

President Ahmadi-Nejad took advan-
tage of the freedoms we enjoy to spread 
lies in the United States. I believe his 
appearance was disgraceful. I think the 
things he is saying are outright lies— 
what he is saying versus what he has 
done. He looked his audience in the eye 
and he lied. He knew he was telling 
lies, and the audience knew it. 

Let’s talk about the real truth inside 
Iran. I want to speak about what is 
taking place there. 

I have chaired the Middle East sub-
committee in the past. I have worked 
on issues regarding Iran. We have 
worked to secure and have secured 
funding for civil society development 
inside Iran. I worked with a number of 
Iranian dissidents who have been 
forced out of that country. We have 
seen it taking place on the news. 

President Ahmadi-Nejad is enjoying 
liberties now in this country that are 
not available to his people. It would be 
easier to spend time in his own country 
developing these same civil liberties 
for individuals and renouncing ter-
rorism rather than trying to go to the 
World Trade Center site where terror-
ists killed so many of our citizens. 

President Ahmadi-Nejad and Aya-
tollah Khamenei are not trustworthy 
leaders. The Iranian people do not 
enjoy freedom of speech. Their people 
do not have a free press. The Iranian 
Government represses women and mi-
norities. They do not tolerate religions 
other than their own extreme version 
of Shia Islam. 

For example, consider the Baha’is of 
Iran. Since 1979, the Islamic Republic 
of Iran has blocked the Baha’is’ access 
to higher education, refused them 
entry into universities and expelled 
them when they are discovered to be 
Baha’is. 

Recently, a 70-year-old man was sen-
tenced to 70 lashes and a year in prison 
for ‘‘propagating and spreading Baha-
ism and the defamation of the pure 
Imams’’—a 70-year-old man, 70 lashes, 
a year in prison. 

We must stand with the teachers who 
are getting purged from academic in-
stitutions in Iran for speaking their 
minds, with the Iranian-American 
scholars who are being arrested on 

trumped-up charges, and with news-
paper editors who refuse to censor ac-
cording to Government demands. 

Isn’t it amazing that President 
Ahmadi-Nejad would see that taking 
place in his country and yet come here 
to enjoy our civil liberties of freedom 
of the press, freedom of assembly, to 
speak his mind when he cannot do it in 
his country? We should be reaching out 
to the students, the labor activists, and 
the brave leaders of Iran’s fledgling 
civil society and offer our support for 
their views and for an open society in 
Iran. It is not only a moral imperative, 
but I believe it is also in the strategic 
interest of the United States and of 
people of civil societies in the West and 
throughout the world. 

This context is important as we con-
sider the amendment offered by Sen-
ator LIEBERMAN and Senator KYL. Yes-
terday Ahmadi-Nejad claimed that Iran 
is a free country, where women are re-
spected and life is good for the Iranian 
people. We know this is not true. 

Yesterday, we also heard from 
Ahmadi-Nejad that Iran does not want 
to attack Israel, that it is not med-
dling in Iraq and Afghanistan, and it 
does not want a nuclear weapon. We 
know this is not true. They are med-
dling in Iraq, attacking our troops with 
weapons developed in Iran. They have 
held conferences stating a world with-
out Israel, a world without the United 
States. 

Iran’s leaders would say the IRGC is 
not a threat, but we have no reason to 
believe them. In fact, we know the 
IRGC is killing our soldiers in Iraq. It 
is working with Hezbollah in Lebanon 
and it is present in other countries 
around the world advancing the agenda 
of the Supreme Leader in Iran. 

The IRGC is the very definition of a 
terrorist organization, and Iran as a 
nation is the lead sponsor of terrorism 
around the world. The IRGC should be 
designated formally as a terrorist orga-
nization so that the full power of the 
American Government can be applied 
to combating its activities. The IRGC 
is not a normal military arm of a sov-
ereign government. It is the oper-
ational division of the world’s most 
dangerous state sponsor of terrorism. If 
we think of terrorism as a threat, we 
must designate the IRGC as a terrorist 
organization. 

I hope the President of Iran will re-
nounce terrorism and the support for 
terrorism today, although I know he 
will not. 

f 

POLITICAL SURGE IN IRAQ 

Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, on 
another matter on which we are going 
to be voting shortly, the Biden- 
Brownback amendment, I wish to show 
this map of Iraq. I note to my col-
leagues in the time I have, when Presi-
dent Bush saw the military situation 
was devolving on the ground and was 
moving toward civil war, he called for 
a military surge. He said: It is not 
working; we are not getting control; we 
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